PART III
INNER SENSE AND THE ARGUMENT OF THE
TRANSCENDENTAL ANALYTIC
INTRODUCTION
ALTHOUGH the foregoing summary suffers, as 'potted' versions
must always do, from inability to reproduce the complex thought
of the original, it does not, I believe, misrepresent the purpose of
the Critique of Pure Reason except in the section dealing with the
Transcendental Analytic. That misrepresentation lies in the sub-
stitution for the question with which Kant claims to deal of a
different one, namely, * How is our a priori knowledge of objects
to be explained ?' Certainly this is only a more general form of
'How is pure physics possible?', but the distinction is not un-
important. Kant's solution to his own problem is inextricably
bound up with his views about the nature of and the relation
between the human mind and the physical universe, and these
cannot be understood without going beyond the Critique itself.
But it is possible to give an answer on Kantian lines to the more
general question which to a great extent escapes this complication.
Such a course has much to recommend it from the point of view
of exposition, provided that the omission is repaired later, and it
is this which I propose now to attempt.
Kant's aim in the Analytic was actually to prove that the
'objects' about which valid synthetic a priori propositions can be
asserted are, strictly speaking, objects as conceived by Newtonian
physical theory, as may be realized when we remember that the
categories when objectified by the transcendental imagination
yield exactly the characteristics which bodies are required by that
theory to possess. It was an ambitious aim, though not really
more surprising than that of establishing a priori the validity of
Euclidean geometry which he set before himself in the Aesthetic.
What is surprising is rather that, having set himself a problem of
which none would deny the difficulty and many would assert the
insolubility, he seems to go out of his way to make it even harder
by committing himself at the outset to the peculiar psychological
doctrine of inner sense. This doctrine is at first sight both arbitrary
and complicated. It seems to handicap Kant throughout, and he